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Honorable Commissioner for Patents 
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SUBSTANCE OF EXAMINER INTERVIEW 



On June 4, 2007, the Examiner Claire Wang, Supervisory Examiner Joseph 
Mancuso, and the undersigned had a telephonic conference to discuss the present 
application. 

The undersigned discussed the technical distinction of the present application over 
the primary cited art, namely the Hyodo reference. 

Potential changes to independent claim 1 were discussed to more clearly 
distinguish the claim over the Hyodo reference. In particular, it was agreed by the 
Examiners that claim 1 would overcome the references cited so far with the following 
changes made. 

1 . A method for encoding and decoding a video sequence in which a 
keyframe is used to bi-directionally predict frames in the sequence, the method 
comprising: 

coding [[the]] said keyframe independently of other frames in the 

sequence; and 

predicting a prior unidirectional predicted frame occurring before 
[[the]] said keyframe using data from [[the]] said keyframe and not from any 
other keyframe , directly or indirectly ; and 

predicting a subsequent unidirectional predicted frame occurring 
after [[the]] said keyframe using the data from [[the]] said keyframe and not from 
any other keyframe , directly or indirectly . 

Procedurally, the Examiners indicated that further search would probably be 
required and that an RCE would most likely need to be filed. The Supervisory Examiner 
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said that, after such an RCE filing with the amendment, no first action final would be 
forthcoming, and that such a statement may be included in the interview summary. 

Regarding claims 7-9, the Examiners recommended that these claims be filed in a 
separate application if further prosecution is desired on them. 

Respectfully submitted, 
David Kita, et al. 



Dated: June 4, 2007 
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